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Status 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hashem et al. (US Pat# 6,748,222) in view of Agin (US Pat Appl# 2002/01 19784). 

Regarding claim 9, Hashem et al. system for providing load-balanced 
communication teaches means for monitoring for a message of a connection between a 
user element and a network Step S1 16 (Fig. 7); means for allocating if the message is a 
call set-up message (Communication initialization, Col. 9 lines 56-63), one of the 
processors to the connection in accordance with a load balancing algorithm (Col. 2 lines 
35-62 and Col. 5 line 62-Col. 7 line 6). Hashem fails to teach about spreading codes to 
the connection with the same spreading factor. 

Agin's managing processing resources in a mobile radio system teaches if the 
message is an allocation message, a set of spreading codes to the connection with the 
same spreading factor (Section 0026 and 0190). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate spreading 
codes to the connection with the same spreading factor as taught by Agin into Hashem 
et al. system for providing load-balanced communication in order to save costs in 
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adding more base stations and prevent quality being decreased (Section 0012 and 
0014). 

Regarding claim 10, computer-readable medium claim 10 is rejected for the 
same reason as apparatus claim 9 since the recited elements would perform the 
claimed steps. 

Regarding claim 1, method claim 1 is rejected for the same reason as apparatus 
claim 9 since the recited elements would perform the claimed steps. 

Regarding claim 2, the combination of Hashem et al. teaches providing, by the 
one of the processors, a call-processing application to the connection (Col. 2 lines 35- 
62 and Col. 5 line 62-Col. 7 line 6). 

Regarding claim 3, the combination of Hashem et al. teaches the step of 
measuring a utilization of each of the processors (Col. 2 lines 35-62 and Col. 5 line 62- 
Col. 7 line 6). 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Hashem et al. teaches one of the 
processors based on a CPU processor utilization load-balancing algorithm (Col. 2 lines 
35-62 and Col. 5 line 62-Col. 7 line 6). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination of Agin teaches determining the set of 
spreading codes with the same spreading factor (Section 0076 and 0190). 

Regarding claim 6, the combination of Agin teaches the set of spreading codes 
depends on the umber of legs for soft-handover/soft-handoff of the connection (Section 
0050). 
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Regarding claim 7, the combination of Agin teaches the message of the 
connection is of a network operating in accordance with Universal Mobile 
Telecommunications Systems network standard (Section 0002). 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Agin teaches wherein the method is 
implemented in a processor of a radio network controller (Section 0010). 

Conclusion 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Eyuboglu et al. discloses a radio network controller. Hosein 
discloses a method and apparatus for congestion control in high speed wireless packet 
data networks. Sang et al. discloses a load-aware handoff and site selection scheme. 
Wallentin discloses a telecommunications interexchange measurement transfer. 
Chmaytelli et al. disclose a method and apparatus for adapting capabilities of a wireless 
communication system to load requirements. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew Wendell whose telephone number is 571-272- 
0557. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on 571-272-7499. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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